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PROPERTY OWNER/RESIDENTIAL  

ISSUE TASK FORCE MEETING #1 SUMMARY 

August 15, 2022 

The first meeting of the Property Owner/Residential Issue Task Force (ITF) was held via Zoom 

videoconference on August 15, 2022, from 2:30 – 4:30 p.m. This meeting was interactive and combined 

a presentation by the project team with comment opportunities. The information presented was largely 

the same as was displayed at the July public open house meetings, with discussion focused on issues 

important to property owners and residents along Cottonwood Pass. Participants were asked to provide 

thoughts about the Core Values and issues and opportunities for improvement at each of the project 

sites through an interactive survey with real-time results shown on screen. The final portion of the 

meeting was reserved for answering audience questions and gathering comments.  

All ITF members (including those unable to attend) received a link to the presentation following the 

meeting and the survey was open through August 16th. The presentation and survey results are attached 

to this summary in Appendix A. Questions and comments from the meeting chat and the open 

discussion are listed below, along with those sent during or following the meeting via email. Written 

comments are listed as typed by the participant with some minor spelling and capitalization errors 

corrected. The comments/responses and questions/answers in the group discussion section were 

summarized without compromising the speaker’s intent.   

CHAT AND EMAILED COMMENTS 

Core Values 

 Interruption of our rural quiet and traffic jams. 

 Core Value:  County Road 113 will end up being the preferred route, as is. 

 2 [Respecting Corridor Character] & 3 [Natural Resource Preservation] are really the same or very 

closely connected, 4 [Collaborative Improvements] is process not outcome, so 1 [Safety] and 2/3 are 

both very important. 

 All of the above. Natural resources are part of the corridor character and without safety we get 

more wildfires like the one on 100 road last week and if we don't respect each other's needs we lose 

our community. 

 Yes, I agree. 

 I want to reiterate that the Safety Core Value should be defined and should include not only road 

safety, but safety from fire, emergencies, for school busses, bicyclists and more. Safety for animals, 

both cattle crossings and wildlife should also be considered. There is no cell service for much of the 

route, making calling for emergency services impossible.  
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Cattle Creek Road/CR 113 

 Cattle Creek will be the route taken by everyone coming off of I-70. You can’t push people to go 10 

miles out of their way when their GPS says its quicker to go up or down CR 113. 

 The Cattle Creek intersection is dangerous on a daily basis. Four roads converge at the intersection 

with 82. 

 Speed humps on a particular section of CR 113 - between 1375 and CR 112 intersection?  

 Please remember that it is the locals who will be the ones who have to deal with these 

“improvements” on a road that we already like, on a daily basis. It just doesn’t seem fair to the 

homeowners who picked to buy in this area to now have speed bumps and construction 

“improvements”.  

 I understand what you're saying. I live along the area that I've suggested for speed humps. 

People along Midland in Glenwood Springs have speed humps on a certain section. I'm talking 

about wide and low humps, not bumps, that are designed to allow cyclists through. 

 People will continue to use CR 113. 

 Couldn't we use infrastructure road money to put stoplights on 82? 113 and Cattle Creek? 

 113 and 103 both need stoplights. Has anyone investigated Federal infrastructure $$ for this? 

 I have to second that cattle creek to 110 intersection... there are a couple people who must live 

up there and in their sports car often exit off highway 82 at speeds in excess of 55 mph driving 

like madmen.  It sure would be nice if Garco would not look the other way about this entire 

intersection.  But... that's not part of the scope of this.  Sure would be nice if it WAS included. 

 Sounds like a letter writing campaign to both State and Federal level to get a stoplight on 113 

and 103 if the $$ is too silo’d to touch. 

 Just really concerned about CR 113 and that our concerns will not be taken seriously. 

 How are you going to keep people OFF CR 113 (Cattle Creek Road)? Will there be new signage at the 

3 way of 100/113/UPC roads AND at the 82 entrance? Our road is much more narrow than CR 100 

and we live much closer to the road than people who live on CR 100. 

 Ignoring alternate routes from the pass to Highway 82 in terms of identifying some potential issues, 

dangerous curves, intersection at Cattle Creek and 82, may prove to be a mistake down the road. 

Despite well intended efforts, drivers will find these alternate routes. Better to be safe than sorry. 

Support for Glenwood Canyon Improvements  

 In my opinion, the Glenwood Canyon requires much more extensive fencing, webbing, etc. to keep 

the rocks/mud, etc. from sliding into the road or river. It's not very well protected. CDOT and the 

Feds could spend more $$$ on strengthening the protections and perhaps close the Canyon less. 

 It should be suggested that dollars are invested further to do what is needed to improve I-70 to 

mitigate issues that cause closures in order to minimize the need for any extra traffic over 

Cottonwood Pass.  
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General Comments 

 It is very difficult to make it to meetings in person please make sure they all can be attended by 

zoom. 

 The re-routed traffic is already in a rush because they are delayed.  How to keep it below 45 mph?? 

Preferably keeping it 35 mph. 

 You’d have to take away people’s ability to drive the 4 by 4s seeing this is in incorporated 

Carbondale on the Garfield side. 

 There was a wreck last month in front of my house involving a cyclist and 2 trucks. One driver just 

couldn't wait until the other truck passed before he tried to pass the cyclist. Truck flipped but no 

one was hurt. 

 People get lost up here all the time. Really lost.  

 The driveways with changing the yield going to Coulter Creek areas has made it difficult to get 

through that intersection of CR 121.  Again this is changing our, the locals, for the highway traffic 

needs. 

 Mapping and Google can still show the route. People can still see the options! 

 Lots of four wheeler traffic in this area. 

 Make it a toll road for all but locals, locals can get a pass at their County, everyone else pays! 

 Agreed 

 I like the toll road idea. 

 Please invite Roaring Fork Conservancy [to the Natural Resources Issue Task Force] who has studied 

the actual Cattle Creek. 

 Wilderness Workshop works on public lands issues. Not sure if this is in their wheelhouse. 

 Super dangerous I think even more dangerous than it was before. Who is making these decisions? 

 The lights in Independence Pass are timed for 3 cars only- which adds about 45 minutes to the trip if 

there are a lot of cars at the same time. 

 Nextdoor and Facebook is how we get our wildfire news - and the Roaring Fork Road and Weather 

on FB gets road condition information faster than any other social service- County, City or State. 

 National Guard and State Troopers didn't work- trucks blew right past them. 

 Catherine's Store 100 road grade is too steep for safety in this scenario. 

 Three schools connect to Valley Road-- lots of safety/congestion issues during pick-up/drop-off. 

 Is no one concerned about Crystal Springs Rd.? 

 Crystal Springs road has some significant wildlife- talk to Audubon. 

 The more drivers you have over this route, the more potential risks you will have. The more 

transient drivers you have, the less likely they are familiar with the road which no matter how much 
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it gets improved, will still be curvy and steep in places, and the less likely they will be familiar with 

fire restrictions, the more you have risks of disasters and problems difficult to resolve quickly. The 

perfect solution would be to strive for very little additional traffic over what currently exists for local 

usage (when the Canyon is open) and making minimal safety improvements to serve that usage. Just 

enough to prevent local accidents, and to ensure protection of property owners and wildlife along 

the route, and to preserve the character of the area.  

 Road surface when wet. Serious safety issue. After the ITF meeting we drove the pass to confirm the 

issues we saw. It was raining and we were in a 4WD F150. The surface quickly turned to slick mud 

and water was running in torrents, creating instant ruts. Our tires were sinking down a couple of 

inches and not really making contact with a hard surface. I can't imagine driving the pass in the rain 

in the dark. Especially if not familiar. This is something that needs to be experienced first hand by 

the team. Thank you. 

 I don't envy you all for trying to please as many as possible.  But thank you for your efforts! 

 Thank you all. 

 Thank you for doing this. 

 

CHAT QUESTIONS  

(Answers added subsequent to the meeting for those questions that weren’t answered within the 

meeting chat.) 

 Is there a study as to who drivers are that are involved in accidents?  Are they "locals" or those 

detouring off of the interstate? 

 Answer: That is part of the data the project team is currently gathering/assessing from the 

counties. More defined details will be presented at the next ITF meeting. It may be hard to 

discern where the drivers live and/or to where they were traveling. 

 Will CDOT share initial design alternatives in the next Property Owner Residential Task Force 

meeting? 

 Answer: Yes. 

Chat questions not responded to during the meeting (responses added following the meeting):  

 Is there a study on volume when canyon is closed vs when it is open?  Expected volume if 

improvements are made? 

 Answer: Traffic counts were collected on Cottonwood Pass Road during Summer 2021 (mid-July 

through August). The average daily traffic volume on Cottonwood Pass Road when Glenwood 

Canyon was open was about 400 vehicles/day. When Glenwood Canyon was closed, the average 

daily traffic volume on Cottonwood Pass Road was about 3,700 vehicles/day. The largest 

increases in traffic volumes occurred on weekdays (Monday-Thursday). The improvements 

being considered by this project would not allow year-round use of Cottonwood Pass or access 
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by vehicles over 45 feet. While the site improvements will improve safety at specific locations 

with smoothed curves and increased road width to accommodate two-way traffic, the overall 

corridor will remain mountainous with steep grades and low speeds. There are no expected 

changes in average traffic volume along the Cottonwood Pass corridor from what is experienced 

today, with the canyon open and closed, due to the site improvements. 

 Are residents allowed to participate in Nat. Resources group? How does one sign up for the Natural 

Resources Task Force? 

 Answer: The Natural Resources ITF group membership was limited to regulatory agencies at this 

stage. Input from other groups may be helpful as counties move into design and 

implementation. These Property Owner/Residential ITF meetings are intended to facilitate 

coordination between the project team and residents between the general public open house 

meetings.  

 Are you evaluating how the road is when wet? 

 Answer: Modifying the road surface (i.e., paving) is not currently being considered with the site 

improvement options. Mountainous rural road standards, which were developed considering 

varying road surface conditions, are being consulted in the concept design of the site 

improvements. 

 Can you provide any information on the results of the environmental surveys and evaluations? 

 Answer: This concept design project includes a high-level review of environmental conditions in 

order to document issues to be considered by the counties in the future. Available data was 

compiled about conditions of streams, water quality, wetlands, wildlife/threatened and 

endangered species (T&E), and cultural resources. This information was presented at the first 

Natural Resources ITF meeting held in September 2022. The presentation is available in the 

agency coordination section of the project web page. 

 Can you extend the comment period? 

 Answer: The public comment deadline of August 16, 2022 refers to the date by which comments 

must be received to be included in the summary of public comments received surrounding the 

first round of public open house meetings. Comments are welcome at any time via the project 

web page (https://www.codot.gov/projects/cottonwood-pass-concept-design) and will be 

included in the next summary document if received after August 16, 2022.  

OPEN DISCUSSION 

 Question: Is the project on schedule? 

 Answer: Yes, the project is on schedule as of right now.  

 Question: Will Wilderness Workshop be invited to the Natural Resources ITF meeting? 

 Answer: Those agencies with expertise or that have done studies regarding wildlife and natural 

resources in the area will be considered. Please send suggestions for group members to 

dot_cottonwoodpassconceptdesign@state.co.us.  
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 Question: There were white painted dots on Catherine Store Road last week. Was that related to the 

aerial survey? If so, is there a way to give the residents notice of visible work? Next Door is used by a 

lot of people in Missouri Heights. Eagle County uses that platform, so even if CDOT doesn’t use it 

possibly Eagle County could convey the information.  

 Answer: Survey was being conducted at that time. The project team will look into how the 

surveyors mark the pavement and mention this to the counties. This may be the end of the 

survey work at this time.  

 Question: I read on the website that making Cottonwood Pass a full year open road is stated as a 

long-term goal. I don’t think anybody here would like to see that. Who’s long-term goal is that?  

 Answer: This was mentioned by the counties at one point as a potential. If all of these work 

areas were improved, the counties may choose to pursue that in the future. Right now, it isn’t 

on the horizon.  

 Question: Why is this plan ignoring the intersection of Cattle Creek and Hwy 82? It would make 

sense to put a stop light here as the first priority. Everyone coming off I-70 getting directed to 

Cottonwood Pass is going to take Cattle Creek since it is first. They aren’t going to travel further to 

go to Catherine Store.  

 Answer: Garfield County selected the Catherine Store route as preferred. The Cattle Creek 

intersection with Hwy 82 is challenging and at a strange skew, which is part of the reason Cattle 

Creek wasn’t chosen as the alignment. CDOT isn’t considering it as part of this effort. CDOT 

discussed this with Garfield County. They don’t intend to operate or flag it differently. They are 

trying to change Google Maps to send people in safe directions.  

» Another resident noted she asked this question of Commissioner Jankovsky at the public 

meeting and he thought it would be a fifty million dollar expenditure and is out of the 

question.  

 Comment: I live on Cattle Creek as well. I asked the same question about what will be done for 

Cattle Creek at the public meeting. Commissioner Jankovsky and a project team representative told 

me “people will be people”. I don’t think that is okay. I think we may need speed humps to allow 

cyclists to come through or some type of traffic calming/reduction on CR 113. Living here is like 

living on Grand Avenue in Glenwood Springs and the road isn’t meant for it.  

 Response: Karen Berdoulay mentioned that she also talked with Commissioner Jankowsky at the 

public meeting and he noted the amount of widening that would have been needed along Cattle 

Creek Road would have required multiple full property acquisitions, which was one of the major 

considerations in choosing the Catherine Store route.  

 Comment: The situation at the bottom of Cattle Creek is ridiculous and dangerous. The more people 

who come off I-70 onto Cattle Creek will get somebody killed. Four roads converge here. People 

come on Hwy 82 towards Glenwood and hit CR 110 to go to CR 114 and they don’t stop at the turn. 

People come down Cattle Creek to get to I-70 rather than going to Catherine Store Road. People are 

turning off Hwy 82 and there are two frontage roads. It is ridiculous that they don’t think a traffic 

signal is worth it but they will straighten Catherine Store Road. It doesn’t make any sense.  
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 Response: These comments will be compiled and given to the counties.  

 Question: What was the impetus to start this study?  

 Answer: Eagle County has been considering Cottonwood Pass improvements for a long time, 

especially for the Blue Hill section. The ability to move local traffic, commuters, and those such 

as hospital workers and emergency responders along this route is beneficial to the counties. The 

road system on the Garfield County side is mostly paved, but they also noticed issues impacting 

local traffic once additional traffic was using the pass. This became more apparent and impactful 

during the closures of I-70 through Glenwood Canyon during the flooding in 2021, when local 

traffic was using Cottonwood Pass as a local detour. Eagle and Garfield counties were spending a 

significant amount of money flagging and respond to incidents, and at one point the National 

Guard was involved. The 14 areas in this study were identified as problem areas during this 

time. 

 Comment: I-70 through the Glenwood Canyon needs to be better improved/protected from 

rockslides, etc. so that the Canyon does not close as often. 

 Response: CDOT is focusing on making I-70 more reliable and has been doing that for the last 

year. However, CDOT realizes that there are safety issues on Cottonwood Pass now, so CDOT is 

partnering with the counties to find solutions to those issues. CDOT will step away from 

Cottonwood Pass once this concept design effort is complete and hand the progress to the 

counties to decide next steps. CDOT would help them apply for grants for the safety issues. This 

is a county road and CDOT wants it to stay a county road.  

 Question: Could a definition of safety be added to the Core Values? For instance, additional traffic 

may increase fire danger with cigarettes or sparks and there is no cell service along the route. There 

are other things that are safety-related that aren’t only going off the road.  

 Answer: This is a very good point and other safety aspects like this were also mentioned at the 

public meetings.  

 Comment: At CR 113 and Full Throttle Ranch, Garfield County moved the yield sign to the road that 

goes to CMC. Now there is a non-yield coming up the pass that could cause a T-bone situation.  

 Question: Surveyors left paper plates along the Eagle County portion of the road and they are 

blowing around. Should we start picking up their trash for them? 

 Comment: I stopped and asked a worker about the white circles. He confirmed it was for 

drones. 

 Answer: The project team will follow up on this with the survey crew. [Subsequent to the 

meeting, it was confirmed these were drone markers for survey work. The material is 

biodegradable but surveyors are to collect as many of them as possible before leaving the work 

area. Surveyors were reminded to leave no trace as much as possible.] 

 Question: If the recommended improvements are too expensive for the counties to handle, will this 

become a state or federal project using infrastructure bill money?  
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 Answer: The door is open for any type of funding the counties would like to pursue. Local 

agencies submit a very set scope and detailed cost estimates when they apply for grants. The 

Federal Highway Administration or CDOT wouldn’t change the scope.  

 Question: This meeting was in the middle of the workday. What will be shared with the public? 

 Answer: The meeting is being recorded and the recording will be shared on the web page as 

quickly as possible. The Mentimeter link will be active for an additional day. An email will be 

sent to the group members who missed this meeting with the presentation so they are aware of 

the opportunity to respond to the Mentimeter questions. In addition, this meeting presented 

very similar information to that presented at the public meeting and the exhibits have been 

available on the project web page for comment for nearly two weeks.  

 Question: Do you feel comfortable that the people who will be most impacted have had an 

opportunity to participate? Have you matched up the people who have commented with addresses 

along the corridor?  

 Answer: Not everyone commenting or participating has shared their contact information. CDOT 

has followed a more robust outreach process than would typically be done for safety 

improvement projects such as this. This cross-referencing isn’t planned since this would be a 

fairly substantial effort and the residents and property owners have been informed through 

multiple communication channels.  

 Question: Do you still intend to shut off public comment tomorrow? Is that only for this part of the 

process?  

 Answer: The comment deadline of August 16 is only for comments to be included in the round 1 

public meeting summary. Comments are accepted at any time but comments received after 

August 16th will be incorporated into the next engagement point summary.  

 Question: Has anyone considered the impact on Crystal Springs Road? Once traffic is fed onto 

Catherine Store that will come into play. 

 Answer: This has been discussed with the counties. 
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Appendix A 

Property Owner/Residential Issue Task Force 

Meeting #1 Presentation and  

Interactive Survey Results 

 
















































































































































